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Thanh-Tram Dang, BCL II toute nuance. cheminemeni a ete parseme de fragments 

C’est que, au plus profond de moi- identilaires et culturels non resolus 
S'il fallait choisir un moment dans meme, pour la premiere fois du haul de (cultures vietnamienne, francophone et 
ma vie qui a et6 des plus r^velateurs, je me mes vingt ans, j’ai soudainement eu si mal anglophone), ainsi que d’une quete de 
refererais sans doute ^ un incident qui s'est d'etre Quebecoise. reconciliation entre ces cultures, qui toutes 

produit tout recemment, en plein remous Quelque chose s'etait brise en moi. a la fois me sollicitent, me dechirent et me 

referendaires. C'etait un apres-midi Quand j'y repense, cet episode fascinent. C’est la justement que reside 

hargneux de par son humeur, dans un aurait bien pu faire de moi quelqu'un toute la singularite de Tefifervescence qui 
wagon de metro dont on dit que la banalitd d'obstin6ment refractaire au nationalisme m'inspire aujourd'hui. 
en fait un poste d'observation privilegie vehicule par le projet souverainiste, de par Toutefois,j’aiappris^apprivoiseret 

d'interactions humaines et un tresor une perception d'exclusion prima facie; a aimer la langue frangaise d'Amerique 
d'analyse sociologique. j'aurais bien pu, par faiblesse et par desir de avec toutes ses subtilites et ses caprices, au 

Une dame s'adressait k un homme fuite devant cede demonstration d'hostilit^, point de me faire francophile. Et c'est avec 
non loin de moi pour se faire indiquer des me percevoir comme une victime. Et cede attitude d'ouverture que j'ai compris 
directions, question de se retrouver. Son surtout en rester la. Mais ma reaction a 6te bien des choses. Jai compris que I'extreme 
interlocuteur s’exprimant peu en fran^ais, de tout autre nature. Des interrogations, il fragilite de cede langue, bien qu’appelee a 
elle se toume soudainement vers moi, me en a d6coule beaucoup sur mon identite evoluer, ne nous permetiait ni abandon ni 
fixe durement, le regard accusateur, la culturelle au sein d'une communaut6 relachement des politiques en matiere 
moue vengeresse, et me vomit des francophone: dans quelle mesure je linguistique; bien au contraire, elle nous 

imbecillites dignes d'un abrutissement dfeirais m'y inserer, jusqu'ou je pouvais commandait rigueur, renforcement et 

profond: m’identifier a cede culture. J'ai appris k regain. J’ai compris que le caractere 

- Coudonc, y a-ti quelqu'un icitte a canaliser, je crois, un evenement distinct du Quebec ne se limitait pas a la 

Montreal qui parle frangais? On peut potentiellement dommageable en un outil langue et aux frontieres territoriales; que 

meme plus se faire parler dans sa langue de rafifermissement et de consolidation (Continued on page 6) 

astheure! Vous allez voir, m'a faire une d'une appartenance queb6coise jusqu'alors 
plainte au gouvemement. Non mais c’est-ti solide, mais non infaillible. 
ecoeurant! C'etait un vertige saisissant et 

Quelle subtilit6-6clair du langage, du pittoresque, mais momentan6. Un 
jugement et de la pens6e. Etaient-ce mes vacillement tectonique dont I'ampleur a 
cheveux noirs qui font fait se precipiter grandement contribue k me ressaisir et a 
pour vivement me cat^goriser comme une continuer de plus belle dans la voie 
immigrante-ne-sachant-surement-pas- d'appartenance que j'avais choisie. 
parler-frangais sans meme s’adresscr k Je viens d’une digne contr6e d’Asie, 

moi, personnellement? Mieux encore: nommee Viet-Nam, forgee dans la tragedie 
peut-etre mon teint et mes yeux ne de ses guerres, ses ddceptions et son 
brillaient-ils pas de cet dclat assez "de nationalisme, dans un demi-^uilibre 
souche" qu'il faille me dieter un moule d'Orient et d'Occident. Lk-bas git encore 
culturel pour mieux ostraciser? une partie de moi-meme, une condnuit6 de 

Oui, probablemenL ce qui me definit, et I’appel est encore fort 

Mon coeur a bondi furieusement aujourd'hui. Mais la distance et le temps 
d'indignation mal contenue. C'est que ont fait en sorte que je me trouve un 
rarement ai-je ete aussi humiliee, blessce deuxibme port d'attache, celui-ci en terre 
par des propos, pourtant d^pourvus de qu6b6coise. Cons^quemment, mon 
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Notes from the Office of 
Undergraduate Studies 

Budget cuts hurt: we can no 

longer afford to hire as many 
invigilators as in the past As a 
consequence, some of you will 
find yourselves invigilated by 
Faculty members. A regular 
invigilator will, however, be 
present at the beginning of each 
examination to check you into the 
room and will remain in the 
faculty for the duration of the 
examination to take care of 
problems which may occur. 
Needless to say instructors are 
sensitive to, and will respect the 
anonymity rule. I want to 
reassure all students that 
anonymity will be protected. 

Examination Information is 
starting to appear on Board No.3 
outside Room 101. Check it 
regularly for up-to-date 
information on your 
examinations. 

Should you feel in need of an 



Extention for an assignment or for a 
paper, you are required to submit your 
request, in writing, to Daniel Jutras, 
Associate Dean (Academic). 

Assignments handed in late, without an 
approved extension, are governed by 
Faculty Regulation 27 which reads in 
part: 

Late assignments. In 
the absence of a medical 
certificate or analogous 
circumstances, any required 
paper or essay submitted after 
its due date shall be assessed a 
penalty of one grading unit per 
day late. 

If you are unable to submit your work to 
the OUS before 5:(X) p.m. the Library will 
accept it. They will stamp the time 
submitted and initial it for you. 

* * * 

Recruiting 

Paul Weiss is a large international law 
firm with its main office in New York. 
They are interested in interviewing 
students on campus on Friday, November 



17th for both 1996 summer 
positions and full time positions. 



Please submit a resume and 
transcript to Barbara Kerr (Room 
106), if you are interested, by 
NOVEMBER 13, 1995. The 
contact at Paul Weiss is Ms. 
Mindy Peck. 

Information on the firm will be 
made available by the end of the 
week. 



♦ * ♦ 

Calendar of Events 

An Information Session on the 
Human Rights Internships 
Programme at McGill will take 
place on this Wednesday, Nov. 
15, at 12h30 in the Common 
Room. Seront presents des 
6tudiants de la Facult6 ayant 
effectue durant Fete 1995 des 
stage en Bolivie, au Burkina 
Faso, en Colombie, en Guyane, 
au Sri Lanka et a Washington 
D.C., de meme que le Professeur 
Ren6 Provost, coordonnateur des 
stages en droits de la personne. 
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Emmanuel Castiel, Editor-in-Chief 

Even though I’m a Montrealer, I haven’t been very often to Place du 
Canada. Recently, I went there twice in a span of eight days. The first time 
was on October 27, a day that I’m sure will remain an important date in 
Canadian history. People had assembled to show their love for our country. 
We heard speeches, we cheered and sang O Canada. I left Place du Canada 
feeling uplifted and confident that Canada would win on October 30. 

The second time was on November 4, a day that will remain a very 
important date in Israeli history. I came to Place du Canada not to cheer but 
to mourn. I came to mourn the death of Israel’s Prime Minister Itzhak 
Rabin who had been assassinated just hours earlier. This was the first of 
many vigils organized by the Jewish community of Montrealer, including 
one at McGill last Monday. We lit candles and sang songs and Hatikvah. I 
left Place du Canada still in shock but mostly sad and discouraged. 

It’s one thing to die waging war. It’s another thing to die while striving for 
peace. 

Rabin was bom in what was the British mandate of Palestine before Israel’s 
independence. He first fought to bring to life the state of Israel. He then 
became a soldier for his country. And a very great soldier he became. He was 
the Chief of Staff during the Six Day War of 1967 where Israel took over 
Eastern Jemsalem and what is now called the Occupied Territories. He was 
there when the Wailing Wall, Judaism’s holiest site, was open to all the 
world. He was a hero. He later became a leader. He was Prime Minster first 
in the 1970s and again since 1992. After all this fighting and dying, he 
understood that for Israel to stay strong, it wasn’t going to do it by war but 
by peace. 

I heard him speak once. He came to Montrealer shortly after the signing of 
the now famous Oslo Agreement on September 13, 1993. He explained in 
his deep, heavily accented voice, how hard it was to shake the hand of 
Yasser Arafat, a man who had the blood of many Israelis on his hands. But 
as he said it himself “Enough of blood and tears. Enough!”. 

Some Israelis believe that by shaking Arafat’s hand and by giving land for 
peace, Rabin had also Israeli blood on his hands. They can’t accept that 
Rabin is, according to them, weakening Israel. But they do understand that 
Israel is a democracy, the only one in the Middle-East. They do understand 
that if you don’t agree with the government’s policy you vote them out in the 
next election. One law student with a gun didn’t undertand that. 

The peace process however, is not just a government policy like cutting 
spending. It’s an extremely difficult, stomach-churning decision. It’s about 
giving up territory you’ve fought for and making peace with countries 
you’ve fought against. That’s why emotions are mnning so high in Israel 
and that’s why the country is so divided. 

Shimon Peres, the architect of the peace process and the man that will 
replace Rabin as Prime Minister, recently said: “I agree that war unites more 
than peace. So shall we go to war?” The answer to that rhetorical question 
is and must always be “No”. 

I don’t live in Israel and I have visited the country only twice. But I do know 
that Israelis in general prefer peace than war and don’t want to send their 
children to the army. And I do understand that it’s hard to trust a lifelong 
enemy. I just hope, after all the wars and ongoing terrorism that Israel has 
survived through, that peace won’t be its undoing. 



Daniel Westreich, BCL II 

Fdlowing Jacques ftrizeau's infemous r^rendum- 
nigbt voting analysis, niany embarrassed sqjaralisis were quick 
to dissociate tiiemselves from our fHcmier. Th^ declared 
themselves shocked, levdied, qjset; they denounced his \rords 
as intcdeiant, disrespectful, and all the rest of it 

Unfortunately, too many continued with an ominous 
"buL.." But, said, at least he revealed a proHem that exists 

in Quebec society. 

Ife certainly did But the proMem is nrt what these 
sqjaiatist apologists suggest it is. Three out of five French 
Quebecers voted to destroy Canada. Odier Quebecers foiled to 
join them in their treasonous plan. For the separatists, this points 
to a proHem: not enough "ethnics" are willing to abandon 
Canada. 

In last week's Quid, Danho6 Reddy-Girard put a 
particular ^ on this "ptoHem": many ethnic voters apparently 
voted No without 'Jcgitimale" reasons. Since when is voting to 
save jour country illegitimate? Elsewhere, acting in defence cf 
jour country is not only legitimate, it is desiraHe, even expected 
In Qud]ec, it points to a "problem." 

For some separatists, all^ianoe to Canada by all 
Canadians otha than three out of five French Quebecers leads to 
a certain fiaistration. As Reddy-Girard continued 
d’objet legitime de la Jhistration de plideurs Quebecois, e'est 
d’avoirperguqueplusieurs... des immigrants se croyaient.pour 
la seule consideration quils appartenaient au groupe des 
immigrants ouallophones, obUgesde voter pour le NON. » 

Interesting. I understand the fiustration. I understand 
the finstration of someone whoextends his handand says "come 
jom us in fillfilling our dream, come diare with us in building an 
open, tolerant sexaety, a country uniejue in the worid" only to be 
rdxiflfed I understand the finstration because I fed it when my 
outstretched hand is ignored a sl^iped, not shaken, by three out 
of five french Quebecers. 

There are many real problems in the relaticnsh^ 
between majority and niinority in Quebec. Radan,intcierance, 
glass cdlings, mutual suspckii, relations with pcJioe: these are 
allproHems. VodngNoisnotaproHem. Voting against the 
destruction of my country is not a proWem. 

The sad foct, the "prodem", if jou will, is hat over 10% 
of C^adla's population voted against Canada. IfCanadahas 
given these Yes voters reason to reject it, then that is a proHem 
that must be addressed 

But the separatists of French Quebec must remember 
that they are the only ones rejecting Canada. Th^r must 
remember that no matter hcjw much thQ^ plead or threaten, no 
niatter how epen or dosed they naake Quebec society, no matter 
how "QudDeoois" the "ethnics" become, non-French Quebecers 
will not betray Canada unless Canada gives them a reason tOL 

So for it has not 




Steve Kelly, LLBII 

In light of the revelations of Mr. 
Reddy-Girard in last week’s Quid Novi . 
I feel that it is necessary to further 
clarify what he referred to as a 
"d^brouillage" of the separatist vision 
(or at least his), in relation to ethnic 
communities in Quebec. 

After I had read the first few 
lines of his text, I was happy to hear 
that he was "revolted", as I believe the 
majority of citizens were, by the 
exclusionary statement of Mr Parizeau 
on referendum ni^t. However, as I 
read on, 1 could not help but feel that 
this "revolted" separatist was in fact 
defending the statement and the 
underlying attitude of Mr Parizeau, 
albeit in a more diplomatic tone. As I 
am certain that I am not the only reader 
that felt this way, I feel a few points 
should be brought to Mr. Reddy- 
Girard's attention. 

1. What is a democracy for you? 

According to your vision, it 
would seem that within the democracy 
as we know it in Canada and Quebec 
today there is a problematic situation: 
without having taken into account what 
you define as "legitimate 
considerations" some "immigrants" 
went to the polling station and actually 
voted NO!!! It is in reaction to this first 
revelation that I must ask: What do you 
see as a democracy? 

It would appear that in your 
democracy every voting person, or at 
least every immigrant voting NO, 
should have to justify their vote to 
ensure they have properly thought 
about it, and most importantly, that 
they realize they are not obliged to vote 
NO because they live in Canada. 

Unfortunately, your views are 
not quite supported by basic 



democratic principles. The central 
principle is, that all citizens in such a 
society are considered to have one 
equal and legitimate vote under the 
law. It is for no one to question what 
the motive of each voter may be, and 
in fact the freedom from this type of 
questioning is what allows one to vote 
in secrecy and honesty with no fear of 
coercion of any kind. In other words, 
it is quite worrying that you feel in 
your "legitimate fmstration" that you 
have the right to decide what a 
"legitimate consideration" of a voter 
should be. 

In addition, it is quite interesting 
to note in your version of democracy 
that there are no questions raised 
regarding anyone who voted YES on 
October 30ih. What about someone 
who goes into a voting booth and 
marks "yes" because it's above "no" on 
the ballot? What about someone who 
bases her vote on the fact that the 
"yes" signs were nicer than the "no"? 
What about someone who thinks 
Lucien dresses better than Daniel? Are 
these "legitimate considerations"? 
Under your line of argument, I guess 
that quality could be determined by an 
unnamed individual who is more 
enlightened than the rest of us (maybe 
Plato). Yet what is important to retain 
is that if you begin to question one 
citizen's voting judgement you must be 
ready to question all (including your 
own). Democracy cannot be tailored to 
what your particular needs seem to be, 
and as soon as you begin to question 
the equality and legitimacy of a 
person’s vote you are on a slippery 
slope towards an exclusionary society 
which is neither a democratic one, nor 
one which I want to be a part of. 

2, Immigration as a solution? 

It would seem in your vision 



that the solution to this "problematic 
situation" would be to give the province 
of Quebec control over immigration, 
the logic being that if this undetemiined 
number of immigrants recognized 
Quebec as the province which brought 
them here, their "illegitimate 
considerations" in recognizing Canada 
would be eliminated. Of course this 
new recognition of Quebec would now 
be magically transformed into a 
"legitimate consideration" when voting 
YES in the next referendum. 

Nevertheless, I must inform you 
with great regret that under a present 
administrative agreement, the province 
of Quebec has "de jure" control over it’s 
own immigration policy. Thus it is even 
possible to assert, that so called 
"immigrants" may have had the 
knowledge that this province was 
largely responsible for their admission 
to Canada, and still voted NO. With all 
due respect, peiliaps before you 
demand a power you should make sure 
you don’t already have it? However, 
this may force you to accept that 
Canadian federalism actually does 
woric in some instances. 

In addition, it may be helpful to 
note that when an immigrant does 
arrive on Quebec soil they are not 
simply becoming a resident on Quebec 
(as you seem to suggest) but also a 
resident of Canada. To state that only 
the specific "local society" of Quebec 
should "deal" with these new members 
of our society is in my view quite 
restrictive. To my knowledge, under 
section 6(2) (a) of the Charter, every 
citizen or permanent resident of 
Canada has the right "to move and take 
up residence in any province". In 
addition, the citizenship they aspire to 
obtain is Canadian, the passport which 
they wiU potentially use is Canadian, 

(Continued on page 5) 



(Continued from page 4 ) 

and the currency which they will use 
every day is Canadian. In consequence 
, even though I strongly agree with the 
recognition of Quebec as a distinct 
society and their control over 
inunigration, one cannot simply dismiss 
the Canadian link. In fact, during the 
recent campaign, the specifics of the 
current Canadian link seemed quite 
attractive to the YES side. 

3. Some suggestions 

In closing, there is likely no 
doubt from anyone who knows me or 
who has now read this article that I am 
a proud Canadian. I have lived half of 
my life in Quebec and half in Ontario, 
half in french and half in english, and I 
suppose that makes me dysfunctional 



according to some. Maybe it is futile 
and terribly destructive to artificially 
maintain me. However, I also feel it is 
important to say that I respect and 
accept the view of those who support 
the sovereignty movemait. What I 
have great difficulty with, is someone 
who wishes to doctor the principles of 
democracy to achieve separation. In 
raising questions on the legitimacy of 
certain votes, Mr. Reddy-Girard has 
questioned the very process which 
allows the Quebec people to 
peacefully choose their own destiny; 
his alternative is an essentially 
exclusionary society. 

There is no doubt that during 
the referendum campaign, the 
sovereignists were able to manipulate 



the question, the debate, and likely even 
a very large number of spoiled ballots. 
Nevertheless, the result of this 
referendum has been accepted as 
legitimate by virtually all citizens of 
Quebec. Yet for Mr. Reddy- Girard 
this was not enough. In the event of 
another referendum, perhaps the 
undisclosed number of immigrants who 
may be subject to his "illegitimate 
considerations" can take a test. They 
will be asked: Who brought them to this 
country? and What they will vote? If 
they answer Quebec and YES, then 
caigratulations! they are legitimate. 
Mr. Reddy-Girard would likely have 
his sovereign country. The only sad 
fact is, he will no longer have a 
democracy. 




Marie-Pierre Olivier, BCLin 

Eh lisant le Quid Novi de la semaine 
demfere, jai constafe cjje Ton se conoeitrait 
suitout sur le maHieureux discours de Jacques 
Parizeau tout en oubliant te viai lendemain d^ 
r^rendum : le Qu^kc demeure au Canada. 
Void done mes feflectiens sur ce fesuliat 
uniquement, puisqueles articles publics dans le 
dernier Quid refldaient bien ma edde et ma 
d6oq>tion face aux paroles de men premier 
ministre. 

Certains ent dit que lorsqu'on aimait 
quclquhn, il n'dait pas n&essaire de le liii 
fepdertouslesjouis. Biensflr. Uneoigiede 
baisers et de «Je t’aime» alors que I'autre a le 
pied dans la porte et les valises ^ la main 
devraitsufiBre, Uneddnonstralionamoureuse 
mi-sinode, mi-hypooite, mi-inoonsdente, mi- 
paniqufe, ^ laqudle il feudrait applaudir et dire 

«merci». 

Apts av(ir donni pendant des ann&s 
en la tenant pour acqdse, I'autre prend tout ^ 
coup oonsdenoe qu'eDe n’est peut-dre pas 



heureuse, qu'eDe a besoin qu'on la respecte un 
peuphisetqu'onappfedesavraievaleur. On 
tente alors de la matCT, de liii faire entendre 
iais(ii (xinme ^ une addescente rebeinc en Id 
disant dander de se adre plus grande qu'dle 
ne Test vraimeit. Qu’est-ce que e'est ces 
histoires ! Rentre done ^ la maison. On Id 
afBmie qu’elte est trop fdble pour factions 
toute seufe et que sans la protection de I'adre, 
diene sera plus riea 

Soudain, Tautre vdt qu'eDe ne ved pas 
s'ander, qu'Q ne s'agit pas dun bref moment 
deldie. Alois ilslnqddeunpeu. Bienpeu 
subtilement, il Id chaite la sddiade, crie ^ qd 
veut I'entendre quH I'aime et quil I'a toujouis 
aimfe. Leqdtter? Maisonestbienoomme 
ga, qu'est-oe que Jai feit ? L'autre ne 
oomprend pas qu'efle veut que les choses 
changenL EBe songe qu'dle va paitir, e'est 
vid cede Ids. 

Ce matin-1^ I'autre s'est fevdlfe 
heureux : eDe est ^ ses edfes. n avait idson, 
die est sagement renifee, sa petite ciise est 
passte EDen'a pas tout ^ fait la fete basse, 



die jure que la prochaine fois sera la bonne. 
L'autre ne s'inejiide pas. EBe est loujours 
reveme. Cest done ^’efle I’aiine, apes tout 
Plus besoin de soitir dans la rue et de se tidher 
^sesgenoux idle est li 

Canaefiens qd diantiez dans la me ce 
vendreefi, j'aimerais que vous revedez nous 
dddarervotrc amour. Nous sommes revenus, 
pas tous de gaiefe de coeur etj’e^pere que vous 
oonprendrez que loKqu'un couple est ^ la 
ddive, un «je t*aime>> de tenps en tenps ne le 
sauvera pas. Taimerais pouvoir adre que 
oetle tendresse manifesfee avec tant ddclat se 
refldera dans dtventudles n^odations 
constitutionndles... 

Alkz, vous pouvez lire de cet e^xir. 
Je sds dune naivefe infinie. 



Noi/l 



(Corainued from page 1) de les greffcr dans le nalionalisme Je suis Qu^6coise; je lai de 

cette sp6cificit6, linguistique, historique et qu6b&ois. Avec absolument tout ce qu’il fa^on latente loules ces ann6es sans 
cullurelle se iraduisait par une manibre comporie de differences et d'affiniles, de reellement m'interroger sur les 
d'etre qui n'a pas son pareil ailleurs, bien craintes et d’aspirations; et ayant une ramifications de cet etat de fait, 
au-del^ des simples caracteristiques specificite francophone comme Aujourd’hui je refuse obstinement de me 
globales qu'on pourrait attribuer h une denominateur commun, comme facteur de faire martyre dans cette province; j'ai la 
communaute, et qui, par son unicit^, solidarity collective et de cohesion. ferme intention de prendre toute la place 

rejaillit direclement sur la qualite de vie Parce qu'il est U’op facile de verser qui me revient dans cette soci6te 

des Queb6cois. J’ai compris que c’dtait une dans un nationalisme qui s'alimente qu^bdcoise au tournant de sa modernity, 
aberration que de considyrer que le Quybec d'excbs et d'exclusion, celui qui fait grandir avec elle, dyfinir sa plurality et son 
marchait du meme pas que les autres effrontyment rygresser en s'exacerbant sur ouverture dans un esprit non yquivoque de 
provinces alors qu'il y avait des diffyrences son tribalisme yrigy en principe. Parce qu’il toiyrance k la diffyrence, du respect sacry 
substantielles que Ton ne pouvait passer est trop aisy de diriger un bl^me contre une de la dymocratie et de la civility. Je n'ai pas 
sous silence; que le rapatriement unilatyral catygorie de citoyens ayant en toute peur de I’intygration parce que c’est elle qui 
de 1982etl'enchassementde laChartea la lygitimity exercy un droit civique ne me fait que plus piynibre dans la 
Constitution soumettaient le Quybec h une fondamental - le vote- et ayant exprimy dyfinition de mon identity culturelle et me 
autority uniformisante sans son clairement une dissidence. La polarisation permet, sans crainte aucune, de pondyrer et 
consentement et qui, bien que promouvant des votes est un fait yioquent qui ne doit d'aborder le nationalisme quybycois sous 
la toiyrance et le respect des droits pas eti’e tabou; tenter de souiller ce droit de un autre angle, de fa 9 on plus yclairye. 
individuels, mettait un frein significatif son intygrity dymocratique et le Je ne peux que souhaiter que ce 

aux outils lygislatifs du Quybec pour marginaliser par sa non-conformity est un nationalisme soit brandi avec une 
asseoir certains droits collectifs acte lourd de sens aux relents fabuleuse verve, et qu'il s’anime d’une 
fondamentaux; que la dymonstration de ultranationalistes qui rypugne et dygoute, fycondity culturelle et identitaire, avec tout 
Meech ytait on ne peut plus yioquente de et qui rappelle h la conscience collective ce que cela comporte de courage, de 
cette incompryhension. que certaines sociytys dymocratiques grandeur, d'exaltation et de labeurs. 

Mais surtout, j’ai compris que le portent en elles le germe de leur propre Curieusement, je ne sens plus le besoin de 
vyritable dyfi de I'yvolution de la sociyty dychyance. Et il y a de ces brillants justifier mon appartenance identitaire, 
quybycoise, c’ytait non seulement d’intygrer messieurs qui, apres trois doctorats en pourtant morceiye, ni I’attachement 
le pluralisme et la diversity ethno- main et deux voyages autour du monde, ne viscyral que j'yprouve envers le Quybec. 
culturelle au nationalisme quybycois, mais I'ont pas encore compris. Je I'affirme. 
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Don McGowan, LLB III 
First, the rant. 

Can you believe that I have nothing to 
complain about this week? Well, that’s a 
lie. I just wanted to see if you could believe 
it. Ha ha. 

For those of us who are already 
trying to get out of this Snowburg and 
head to warmer climes, it’s time for those 
Vancouver applications to be sent. For 
some reason, Vancouver firms insist that 
you send all your stuff a year and a half in 
advance. At least this gives you a long 
time to wait 

Last year, the President of the 
Canadian Bar Association came to speak 
at McGill. About half of the questions he 
received were from people whining about 
hireback rates and low payscales and long 
hours. Like law has some monopoly on 
bad employment ratios. To liven things 
up, I told him that, just like Medicare, we 
should nationalise the Bar and have a 
Judicare system, so that the rich can’t just 
buy themselves the best lawyers and leave 
normal people to be treated like second- 
class citizens. 

He got so nervous that he just said, 
“I disagree strongly with everything you 
just said.” Then he left the room and never 
came back. 

So I kind of wonder why I’m 
bothering to get all that envelope glue on 
my tongue, considering that one crack like 
that will kiU. your chances at ever being 
hired by a big firm for your articles. 

And there’s the funny part. 
Because if I can’t get hired for articles, 
then no matter if I was the top of my class 
(and don’t worry, Dave and Hilary, I’m 
nowhere near), I can’t become an 
attorney. 

But what I’m wondering is: why 
the requirement to article exists. 

Some say that we article because 
it’s an apprenticeship, to make sure we 
learn our lawyering right. To that, I have 
two responses. The first is just a cheap 
shot, but I can’t resist (like you’re 



surprised?): if lawyering is spending 60 
hours a week figuring out how some 
multinational corporation can hide all its 
profits from the government, then maybe 
I’ve got a lot to learn. Like why that’s not 
illegal. 

The second whine I have is a little 
more in-deplh. If I needed a good lawyer. 
I’d much rather take a Texas plaintiffs’ 
lawyer over any Canadian any day. Those 
guys go for the throat. I remember from 
NCP something about “lawyers” and 
“ethics” going together in the same 
sentence. But if my back was to the wall, 
I wouldn’t want a lawyer who plays nice 
with the other kids. I’d want one who 
would win for me. 

And you’ll never learn that at 
McCarthy. 

Of course, there’s the other 
possible reason why we have to article. 
Because the lawyers who went before us 
did, and now it’s their turn to make 
money off our backs. 

Thanks. I guess that’s why the 
Americans have the Fourteenth 
Amendment. 

Now, the films 

Because you don’t really read the stuff up 
top. I know. 

Fair Game 

I only saw one movie this week, because 
nothing could compare to the prospect of 
20 feet of Cindy. 

“If you want to change your t- 
shirt,” says Billy Baldwin, “Now’s the 
time.” And, surprisingly enough, she 
does. 

But you know, this isn’t the worst 
film I’ve ever seen. Not by a long shot. It 
will take a lot to dislodge something so 
simultaneously boring and awful as 
Never Talk to Strangers. 

In fact, I dare say something 
heretical. Fair Game is no worse than 
any other movie just like it. It was no 
worse than The Net. It was better than 
Hackers. 

No, not just because Cindy takes 



off her shirt a lot. After all, Billy shows 
his butt a couple of times too, so it’s got 
something for the whole family. 

I can’t slam this movie, because I 
haven’t laughed so hard since Ace 
Ventura. 

There was a rumor floating around 
that the producers almost dubbed over all 
of Cindy’s lines, because she has no voice. 
The plot “twists” are telegraphed so far in 
advance it’s almost like Samuel Morse 
himself sent them. 

Here’s the deal. You have to have 
about 5 minutes of denouement after every 
good explosion, to allow the tension 
release before the next good explosion. 
And they use up about half of that time 
just panning the camera up and down 
Cindy’s legs. 

So it’s gratuitous. So she used her 
looks to get this job. But so does Kim 
Basinger, and she used to get roles before 
she bought a whole town. Uma Thurmann 
can’t act her way out of a wet paper bag, 
and no one complains that she’s using her 
chest to get roles (and I saw Baron von 
Munchhausen, so I know she does). Demi 
Moore takes off her shirt every chance she 
gets, and Sharon Stone just defies 
comment 

And the boys are doing it too: 
Antonio Banderas shows his ass in Never 
Talk to Strangers. Fortunately, thanks to 
that “equal opportunities for flabby old 
guys” program, Michael Douglas always 
makes the camera back up to get his whole 
butt onscreen at once. 

Don’t get me wrong. Fair Game 
was a bad movie. But it was no worse than 
a lot of other movies, and it’s just getting 
a lot of bad press because one of the stars 
got hired for her looks. Maybe it’s just me, 
but I’d rather watch a movie where the 
star was hired for her looks than one 
where the star thinks and acts like she 
was. 

90210 

Sadly, my great conspiracy theory was cut 
from last week’s column. Here we go: 

Tiffani-Amber Thiessen’s initials 

(Continued on page 8) 









(Continued from page 7) 

are TAT. And you all know what you get 
for tat. And you’ve seen how she dresses. 

Now we have Joe E. Tata. And he 
plays Nat. So now we get Tata for Nat. But 
what do we get for Nat? Nit? I don’t even 
know what that is. But it sure scares me... 

Pantoufle surfs the Net 

I’ve got lots of great sites for you this 
week: 

http://mirsky.tumpike.net/wow/worst.htm 

1 

The Worst of the Web. Every day he puts 
a few pointers out to the dumbest sites 
he’s found, and invites your comment. 



http://www.hcst.net/pphead/ 

Just look this one up. I got it from the site 
above. That should say it all. 

http://www.thespoLcom 

I’ve been waiting for this to show up. 

IT’S 9021 Online! Every day a new 
plot, every day a new cheesy photo, every 
day a new grainy video. Professor Handa, 
I’ll need ZooNet just to keep up. 

I’m just wondering if they’ll have 
their own TAT/NAT plot... 

http://www.evox.com/prep/Home.html 
The home page for some prep school in 
New England. Was your school ever this 



pompous? 

http://www.sci.tamucc.edu/%7Epmichaud 

/toast/ 

A site dedicated to the inflammability of 
strawberry Pop-Tarts. Includes time-lapse 
photographs (downloadable! I’m doing it 
right now!) 

As you can tell. I’ve had plenty of time to 
surf the Net this week. That’s because The 
Lovely Susanne"'^'^ is on holiday in St. 
Catharine’s. Boy, I bet you can’t wait until 
she gets back and I have to stop giving you 
all of these lovely nerdspots. 
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Glen Linder, LLB II 

By nature I am an even-tempered 
individual, not prone to heart 
palpitations or sudden mood swings. 
Imagine my surprise, then, when I felt 
my hackles rising as I read Danhoe 
Reddy-Girard’s article on the "ethnic 
vote" and immigration in last week's 
Quid. 

The article advances the proposition 
that total responsibility for 
immigration should be given to 
Quebec. I have no intention of 
debating the merits of that point of 
view here except to point out that, at 
this point in time, one cannot reconcile 
a belief in national unity with a belief 
that Quebec should be given no special 
recognition. Therefore, as a supporter 
of national unity, I believe that Quebec 
must be allowed to take control of 
more areas of competence. Whether 
one of these areas should be 
immigration, I leave to brighter minds 
than my own. 

The problem that I have with the 
article is its premise that those not 
bom in Quebec are motivated to vote 
NON because it was the federal 



government that welcomed them into 
this country. 

Allow me to present an alternate 
justification for the support of 
national unity by so-called "ethnic 
voters". According to repeated annual 
studies by the United Nations, Canada 
is the best country in the world in 
which to live. It has a reputation 
around the world as a rich and stable 
country where democracy and 
tolerance thrive. Many of those who 
have immigrated to Quebec and 
Canada have come from countries 
where sane political debate often gives 
way to violent alternatives. In many 
states, economic weakness and 
unpredictability are the order of the 
day. Is it any wonder, then, that 
many immigrants would vote NON in 
order to avoid the possible uncertainty 
that would arise if the country of their 
adoption was to split in two? Having 
experienced a tougher way of life, it 
doesn't appear abnormal to me that 
they would vote to shield Canada and 
themselves from these risks. 

The author also stated that a 
number of immigrants to Quebec 
voted NON "sans considerations 



legitimes". If people's reasons for 
voting a particular way are being made 
an issue, I can only marvel at the 
author's own decision to vote OUI. It 
could be argued that unless "emotion" 
can be considered a legitimate 
consideration in deciding how to vote, 
the OUI campaigners presented very 
little of any substance to justify 
supporting them. Does this mean that 
the motivation of all OUI voters must 
now be scmtinized? Does it mean that 
prominent political leaders should 
make disparaging remailcs about them? 
Naturally, the answer to these 
propositions is NON. No one should 
judge whether a citizen's voting choice 
was exercised with or without 
legitimate consideration; this attitude 
only devalues the votes of those 
targetted and harms the notion that we 
are all equal in the privacy of the 
voting booth. 

Thanks for letting me get that off 
my chest My pulse has now returned 
to normal and I have regained my 
equilibrium. 
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The Media: Friend or Foe?§ 




By: Katia Opalka, B.C.L. HI 

"I wouldn't be here without it", 
said Professor Patricia Williams in 
reply to a question about the 
effectiveness of affirmative action 
programmes in the United States. 
Professor Williams is a graduate of 
Harvard Law School who is presently 
teaching at Columbia University in 
New York City. She came to Montreal 
last week as the keynote speaker in a 
conference entitled "The Female Body 
in The Mind’s Eye", organized by the 
McGill Centre for Research and 
Teaching on Women. 

Professor Williams graciously 
accepted an invitation — extended to 
her by the Black Law Students' 
Caucus, Women & The Law, and the 
McGill Black Students’ Network - to 
visit our Faculty on Thursday, 
November 2nd. She met with us in the 
Faculty Council Room and fielded 
questions prepared by students from 
the three hosting groups. Her remarks 
were often thought-provoking and 
surprising. Here are some issues that 
were touched upon: 

(1) A recent bi-partisan 
Congressional Committee has studied 
the impact of affirmative action 
programmes in the U.S. and found 

* 7 ^ *7cf^ 



By Steven Leitman BCL II 

Top Ten Reasons Why I’ve Been a 
Walking 2tombie Lately 

10. People keep waking me up in class. 



them to be very successful. The 
Committee concluded, however,that 
such action must be stepped up to a 
considerable degree if it is to continue 
to make significant inroads into 
freeing-upstUl-closed economic 
sectors for participation by racial 
minorities. Until now, affirmative 
action has been very successful in 
opening up low-scale bureaucratic 
jobs. 

(2) Professor Williams noted, 
for those who are still confused, that 
affirmative action is not, and ever was, 
meant to redress economic imbalances 
across racial lines. 

(3) The press, it was noted, does 
not help to dispel popular myths about 
affirmative action (like the myth that 
it is coterminous with "quota") or, for 
that matter, issues like welfare and 
its recipiaits. The most popular 
welfare myth is that the most likely 
recipient is a 13-year old black mother 
who is a drug -addict. In fact, the 
majority of single-mother 

recipients are white womai. 
The problem is that these women share 
the view of the rest of society, namely 
that the welfare problem is caused by 
blacks. The white woman thinks she 
will be "back on her feet" soon, and 
she sees the black woman as living in 



9. Still haven’t recovered from that 
daylight savings time thing. 

8. Dean Toope keeps phoning me in 
the middle of the night 

7. 1 spend too much time writing 
stupid top ten lists. 

6. The novelty of saying "Biz-Ass" 
has worn off. 

5. I’ve gathered enough nuts. It’s time 
to hibernate. 



a "welfare culture". With no perceived 
community of interest, it is obviously 
difficult for there to be a united 
response to Republican attacks on the 
welfare system. 

The most problematic impact of 
the press. Professor Williams 
explained, is that it is helping to 
propagate the view that certain 
members of society are more deserving 
of the "good jobs" than others. 
Williams says that she takes comfort in 
telling herself that this is a natural 
phase in the evolution of a society that 
became committed to integration 30 
years ago. Now that the first 
generation of "affirmative action 
babies", of which Williams is a self- 
proclaimed member,has ascended to 
the managerial class, the backlash is 
taking on a new voice, reminiscent of 
the voice that kept people out of 
schools and buses, but speaking in 
media tongues that fanfare and destroy 
the ability of statistics to speak for 
themselves. 

My advice: read StatsCan and 

Patricia Williams, and be wary of the 
front pages of newspapers! 



4. 1 just switched to decaffeinated Jolt 
Cola. 

3. 1 found out Dean Toope is reaUy 
Darth Vader (He told me on the 
phone). 

2. Suffering from Civil Code 
withdrawal (It’s all these dang 2nd 
year courses). 

1. Three words: Lobotomy. 
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However, there are people out there who 
just don’t understand what I’m talking 
about. 

I don’t want to mention any 
names so lets call this person Morris J. 
(now none of you know who he is.) One 
day Morris J. came over to my house to 
study. Since he was raised properly he 
didn’t want to come empty handed so he 
asked me if he could bring anything to 
my house. I said that I was almost out of 
coffee so could he bring me some. Well 
he brought me a bottle of Sanka (that 
was first year and I think that I still have 
it unopened). For those that don’t drink 
coffee it may be hard to understand why 
this proved so distressing. I’ll put it in 
terms that you can understand. Drinking 
decaffeinated coffee is a little like 
having sex with your clothes on. You’re 
willing to do it because its as close to 
sex as you’ll be able to get. On the other 
hand its alt of the work for none of the 
reward. Res Ipsa Loquitur. 

Course Outlines: 

The fiinny thing about course 
outlines is that we are all supposed to get 
them, 



we do they are of mixed quality. I know 
of a professor who until recently never 
handed out a course outline. Well the 
students and Faculty after much prodding 
and threatening managed to get him to 
start handing out a course outline. Now, 
if we could only get him to follow it. 

I’m not so COTcerned about the 
means of evaluation of a course. 
Generally courses are evaluated, 
depending on the grade which I receive 
they may be done so poorly or well. 
Some people make a big deal about the 
course evaluation, “It says here that its 
closed book, does that really mean closed 
book?” No that means that its closed for 
everyone, except you. Professors have 
started shifting to the closed book exam 
to combat the flood of summaries in 
classes, which is fine by me as I never 
could get the hang of flipping through a 
summary in the middle of an exam. 
Besides we all know how grades are 
assigned in law school, by throwing blue 
books off the stairs in Old Chancelor Day 
Hall and seeing on which stair they land. 
Most stairs are marked with a B- which 
is why the class average are generally a 
B-. 



I awoke this morning to see the 
first seasons snow fall. What this 
generally means is that finals are just 
around the comer. Finals usually 
represents a period of elevated stress in a 
student’s life. We don’t generally get 
enough sleep, we eat far too much KD & 
Cheese, and we begin to babble 
incoherently about the law of real 
security. This season marks the seventh 
set of finals that I will take at this 
venerable institution, and I just want to 
pass along some of the things that I have 
learned before this place becomes a mere 
memory to me. 

Coffee: 

Otherwise known as the elixir of 
life. Occasionally found in close 
proximity to House. Check to insure that 
you have a secure supply for finals. 
There is nothing nx>re distressing than 
getting up in the morning to find that you 
have no coffee. Unless of course you 
wake up to find that you’ve slept through 
your final. I find that I have had to start 
buying the industrial coffee from Price 
Club. At $7.00 for 2 lbs. it has become 
more economical than drinking Jamaican 
Blue Mountain. 

Since The Faculty has been in a 
giving mood recently responding to my 
requests that we get a real placOTient 
office and some more study space I might 
as well go for broke. How about getting 
the students free coffee? I don’t mean 
that all coffee from now until eternity is 
free just, the bare essentials, that first cup 
of the morning. Furthermore, it wouldn’t 
even have to be all morning just for the 
classes that start before 10 AM. If we 
have to get up at an ungodly hour just to 
make it to class the least that they could 
do is to console us with our morning 
coffee. 

As I’ve noted before since 
entering higher education coffee has 
become more than just a mere beverage, 
but a way of life. There is nothing quite 
like the msh you get from that first cup of 
steaming black mud in the morning, none 
of that wimpy watered down stuff. 



The Charter of Students' Rights s. 10.2 
stipulates that, 

Eveiy instructor shall provide 
students during their first week 
of lectures with a written course 
outline. This information 

should include where 

appropriate: 

(a) A description of the topics 
to be considered in the course, 

(b) A list of required and 
recommended readings and 
other materials, 

(c) A description of the means 
of evaluation to be used in the 
course, 

(d) The instructor's office hours 
for students, office location and 
telephone number for 
appointments. 

but we sometimes don’t, and even when 



What does concern me about the 
course outline is that it contain a list of 
the topics being covered as well as the 
cases or appropriate statutory references 
under each heading. A course outline 
that has 13 lines about it is of no use to 
me. If it has the weeks with one line and 
appropriate page numbers from the book 
that’s slightly better. The purpose of a 
course outline is a way in which to help 
the students organize their material 
during the review period, which I guess is 
the three hour period between the last day 
of classes and the first final exam. 

Some classes are very well 
organized. The professors put a course 
outline on the board each day which lists 
the topics to be covered and the way in 
which they relate to each other. On the 
other hand there are professors who don’t 
put up an outline and tend to ramble 



(Continued on page 11) 
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(Continued from page 10) 

incc^erenily about immigration 
adjudicators and thumb tacks. These are 
the people who really need to have a 
lesson in how to write a course outline. 

A proper course outline is one 
which a student can take into the 
examination with nothing else and write 
the entire exam. It should contain all the 
cases covered as well as all the statutes. 
It should organize this information 



according to the topic headings in the 
course. An example of a good course 
outline is Me. Heenan’s, which is quite 
elaborate. Another example of a useful 
course outline is Professor Sklar’s 
evidence outlines. Outlines help ihe 
student organize their thoughts and 
allow them to put all the information 
together. As such, it shouldn’t be an 
afterthought on the part of the professor 
to put the course outline together. 



Jody Berkes is a fourth year law 
student who has known the winter in his 
heart. Anyone that wants to send him 
and the Lovely Hilary (apologies to 
Pantoufle; please don’t sue me) on an 
all expenses paid vacation somewhere 
warm please call! He wishes all 
students the best of luck on their 
upcoming finals. His column appears 
weekly, by the grace of his editors, in the 
Quid Novi. 




Dnahoe Redrfy-Girard, BCL I 

Lorsque Jai 6cris “Les votes ethniques”, 
artide qui est apparu la semaine dcmide, je 
n'avais pour seule irtenticn que de sauvcr ce qui 
pcxivait etie sauv6 de la d6clarationde Parizeau 
(je d^endais I'idfe chine frustration legitime au 
sdn de {iusieurs souverainistes h regard des 
«votes ethniques» caractdis6s par une 
considdaticn illigilime, soit une reccxmaissanoe 
enversinmgration Canada). Geddit,Jen'aipas 
la tdn^it^clecl&daixTciuerexistaioecletels votes 
^hniquesdaitunphdTomdier^Mixk fly avail, 
daiDeurs, de la fiiistration qd dait, celte-ci, 
ill6gilime Je parle de odle qui puise sa source 
dans le racisme. Toutefois, est-il vrai cjue les 
francofiuies qui son racistes sent en norabre 
suflBsart pour pouvoir dire ejue le mouvemert 
scuverainiste est le fruit du racisme? Afin de 
lepondre h. cede ejuestion, il faut anwavant 
ex&uter trois dapes : (J^finir ce qu'est le radsme, 
y tiouver un instrumert de mesure et I’appliquer 
aux idsultats rd&endaires. 

Le racasme est une attitude qui fait paitie 
delacat^gcriedespidju^ Comme attitude, il 
indut done tiois ddmenis : une conposanle 
(X)griitive 0^ stiddotype), une cxirposante 

affective et ure oonr|XKarite cxinportemertale (la 
discriiriiriation). I^fonriaticnclecetleattituclea 
sa base dans sa conposante cognitive (e'est la 
seule qui ait un input sur I'enviionnemert). lAi 
manque cfinfcimaticii sur un grexpe donn6, 
meme sans Texistenoe cTun sentiment de 
(xxnpditicii avoc ce grape, est la prinepale 

source clu stddo^pe> et eda est souvat du k un 
nrnjuecfinteractionentrecesgtxxpes. Aussile 



stdT&bfe oonsiste-t-il en le prototype, clistor^ 
de la r6alit6, des mentxes dun certain groupe, 
un proto^pe qui exagde la similarite des 
membres cie ce groipe ainsi (]ue les cliffdenoes 
entrelesrnenixiesdegroupesdifferents. Cette 
conposante cognitive influence la conposante 
affective negativenient (puiscju'il s'agit de 
pn^Jug6): <<tous les meni}res(lditd groupe on 
ce ddaut que tu riaimes pas». Ce saitinient 
s'actualisaa par la conposante 
oomporiementale (la saJe qui aitmoutput sur 
I'enviionnement) eL I'attitude soa observable par 
de I'agressivit^, de la discrirninatioa 

De oette analyse, nous pouvons infder 
darx pranisses sur lesqudles notre instrumert 
de mesure reposera. La prenidc se base sur 
Xinput de I'attitude radste, le sld&type : un 
groipe social sera ihis endin ^ dre raciste s'il ne 
coloie pas daulies gropes socaaux. La 
deuxidne, ejui est [Ais eviderte, se base sur 
Xouiput de I'attitude radste, la discrinmation : le 
radsme s'actualisera dans une situation oomme 
lerddcnduiTL Fmalement, la conclusion ejui 
conp^de ce sjilogisme est notre instrumert de 
mesure : si lenationalismechez les francophones 
est i^us fort, selcn les resultals r^fdendaires, 
dans une region ou ces francojAones cotoiait 
peu daulies groupes liiiguistiques, cjue (laris une 
region ou {dusieurs groupes linguistiques 
coexistent, e'est qu'il piend pailielicnmt sa 
source dans le radsme. 

Or, quels sort les votes des 
frarKXiphones selcn les regions? SdonRerre 
Drouilly, «Un r6f6rendum exemplaiie» La 
Presse (7 novembre 1991) B3, le OUT 



francophone, e'est-^-dire le % des votes pour le 
OUI chez les francophones uniquement, serait 
distnbu6 aiiisi paimi les ciiconscrpticre Enoe 
(jui oonceme les circonserptions ejui ort une 
majorite de francophones, le OUI franooitaie 
auraitc)btenuqucl(]ue60%(lesvdes. Eneffd,il 
serait en moyenne de 59.8% dans les 69 
drconscrptkiis de 90% de francophones et plus, 
de 60,5% dans les 21 circonserptions ou vivert 
ertre 80% et90% des frarcophones, dde 61,1% 
dans les 23 cp ont de 50% ^ 80% de 
francophones. Par aillans, le OUI francophone 
chute subitement h. 493% dans les 
chconscripticns, au nombre de 12, ou hatritert 
moinsde 50% de francophones. Dyadoncune 
(Mdence inportante de I'irtensM du 
natronalisme qud3dois, soit un 6cart de qudque 
10%, ertre les regions ou les francophones sort 
rnajoritaires et odles cu ils lie le sort pas. 

A la himi^re de ces r&ultats, Je aains 
bien que nous devionsooncluie... Et 9 amegdie 
vraimert de oonclure ainsL. D'autart phis (}ue 
ces r&ultats m'daient inconms lorsque Jai ddxit6 
oe texte... Je crains bien cjue nous devions 
oonclure cpie, oui, le natkxialisme qucbdxiis 
prend sa source en partie dans le racisme. 
Cepaidant, cette conclusion est caitiquable sur 
deux points. Pranidemal, des facteurs extemes 
au racisme ort pu faire varier les resultals 
n^fdrendaires dune region h I'aulre. 
Deuxidnemert, oela ne signifie pas que le 
racisme soit une source inportante du 
natknalisme Eneffet,jecroisquelephdiomdie 
de «culture de r6sistance» explkiue nieux le 
sertimert natknaliste. 
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Patrick Shea, BCL I 

Although Danho6 Reddy-Girard 
(BCL I) was explicit in his condemnation 
of Jacques Parizeau's racist referendum- 
night diatribe ("Les 'votes ethniques"', 
Quid Novi, 6 November 1995), his 
theory of why certain Quebecers might 
legitimately share the premier's opinion is 
fallacious. Mr. Reddy-Girard claims that 
"I'objet 16gitime de la frustration de 
plusieurs Qu6b6cois c'est d'avoir per 9 u 
que plusieurs des immigrants se 
croyaient, pour la seule consideration 
qu'ils appartenaient au groupe des 
immigrants ou allophones, obliges de 
voter pour le NON." Though he 
concedes that many immigrants voted 
against secession for reasons which he 
deems "justifiable," his article is 
nevertheless aimed at those who voted 
'No' for putatively 'unjustifiable' reasons. 
He concludes that the solution to these 
"votes sans consideration" is for the 
Quebec government to wrestle control of 
immigration from Ottawa. 

His first premise is that certain 
non-francophones voted 'No' for 
illegitimate reasons, namely because they 
felt obligated to do so solely because of 
their cultural background. I would 
contend, rather, that they were motivated 
by the same factors that inspired all other 
voters: a balance between the perception 
of what is in one's own personal best 
interest and what is thought to be in the 
best interest of one's community (whether 
it be defined as cultural group, 
neighbourhood, city, region, province, or 
country). Just as many francophones 
voted for secession because they believed 
that it was in their own best interest as 
French-speaking Quebecers, many non- 
francophones - weighing the two options 
carefully - concluded that the continued 



existCTce of Canada was the most 
favourable outcome. Pressure to 
confonn to the majority opinion of one's 
own linguistic group was probably no 
more of a factor within non-francophone 
circles than without. 

Mr. Reddy-Girard's solution to 
this imagined situation — one in which 
certain non-francophones cast their 
votes for reasons he deans illegitimate 
- is for Quebec City to gain control of 
immigration policy for the purpose of 
overseeing how newcomers are 
acculturated. This, however, would 
unlikely change veiy much. First of all, 
immigration is already a concurrent field 
under our constitution. Moreover, 
whereas all provinces have the right to 
legislate in this area, Quebec has taken 
the greatest interest in this matter and 
since the early 1970s has signed various 
agreements with Ottawa. The provincial 
government actively encourages the 
immigration of francophones from 
around the world and ensures that all 
newcomers to the province are given the 
opportunity to learn French in order to 
better immerse themselves to Quebec 
society. Therefore, while Ottawa 
maintains a supervisory capacity over 
the field, immigration is administered de 
facto by the province. Indeed, many 
immigrants have conplained that the 
Quebec government's programme of 
'reception' completely ignores the reality 
that they have arrived in a bilingual 
country by focusing exclusively on the 
supposed unilingualality of the province. 

The only step which could 
possibly be taken would be for the 
federal government to enshrine Quebec's 

jurisdiction ova immigration in 
the constitution. This, however, would 
not likely add to the province's current 
powers in this field. The reality is that 



most immigrants come to this country 
(and some of whom settle in Quebec) 
because of Canada's global reputation as 
an open and democratic society. When 
they become citizens, they pledge 
allegiance to this great nation that they 
proudly call home. Their lack of 
sympathy for Quebec secession is simply 
not the result of 'federal brainwashing' on 
their arrival. It simply cannot be, 
because it is Quebec and not Ottawa that 
participates most actively in the 
welcoming of its newest residents. 

What Mr. Reddy-Girard has failed to 
appreciate is that Mr. Parizeau's racist 
slight was not simply an isolated 
utterance. When it is viewed alongside 
similar, though perhaps less explicit, 
remarks made by Lucien Bouchard, 
Marcel Masse, and other prominoit 
separatists, it reveals the dark specter of 
ethnic nationalism which inherently lurks 
bdiind the Quebec secessionist 
movement. The notion that it is a form of 
civic or territorial nationalism can be 
categorically dismissed by its 
overwhelming rejection by nai- 
francophones. Whether or not they 
would tmly be welcomed in an 
independent Quebec, anglojAones, 
allophones, and Aboriginals (along with 
what is likely a majority of the French- 
speaking population) desire to remain a 
part of a bilingual and multi-ethnic 
country that defines itself by its very 
diversity. 'Les votes ethniques' are 
neither illegitimate nor unjustified: they 
represent a rejection of an ethnic 
nationalism that, by its very nature and 
despite the lip service paid to the 
contrary, excludes those who are not 
Qu^b^cois de vieille souche. 



